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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

1 . This action is responsive to declaration and Power of Attorney filed on October 2, 2001 . 

2. Claims 1-27 have been considered. Claims 1,12, and 16 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-9, 12-14, 16, 18-20, and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Veditz et al. ("Veditz"), U.S. Patent No. 6,496,793. 

Veditz teaches a method of determining character sets of client-server 
communications (see Abstract): 

Independent Claim 1 

comprising at least one of: 
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(a) selecting a character set for a client request from a client to a server, the selecting 
comprising: 

determining whether the client request includes a request character set 
designation (Fig. 3 A - 303 checks LDID in data file (i.e. stored in header file); Fig. 
2C ^ file header); 

if the client request does not include the request character set designation, 
retrieving locale information contained in the client request (Fig. 3B compares LDID 
of data file to Active LDID; see also col. 3, lines 29-31); and 

associating the locale information with the request character set designation 
using mapping data located on the server (Fig. 2B if Active LDID is not equal to 
Local LDID it maps the Local LDID into the Active LDID; see also col. 3, lines 54-60; 
col. 7, lines 52-64; col. 18, lines 21-26); and 

(b) selecting a response character set for a server response from the server to the client, 
the selecting comprising: 

determining whether the server response includes a response character set 
designation (Fig. 3 A - 303 checks LDID in data file (i.e. stored in header file); Fig. 
2C file header); 

if the server response does not include the response character set designation, 
retrieving locale information contained in the server response (Fig. 3B compares 
LDID of data file to Active LDID; see also col. 3, lines 29-31); and 

associating the locale information contained in the server response with the 
response character set designation using the mapping data (Fig. 2B — ^ if Active LDID is 
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not equal to Local LDID it maps the Local LDID into the Active LDID; see also col. 3, 
lines 54-60; col. 7, lines 52-64; col. 18, lines 21-26). 
Claim 3 

wherein associating comprises accessing a character set lookup table that maps the 
locale information to the request character set designation and response request character set 
designation, respectively (see Fig. 2C — > "LDID Lookup Table;" see also col. 4, Hnes 36-39 
i.e. code page). 

Claim 4 

further comprising associating the request character set designation with a code-set 
converter designation by accessing a converter lookup table which maps the code-set converter 
designation with the request character set designation (see Fig. 2C — > i.e. "LDID Value;" see 
also col. 14, lines 49-60). 
Claim 5 

wherein the locale information contains a cultural language preference identifier (col. 
11, Hnes 5-18 ^ user may specify language preferences (i.e. default values). 
Claim 7 

further comprising associating the request character set designation with a code-set 
converter designation (Fig. 2C; col. 13, lines 10-67 to col. 14, lines 1-62). 
Claim 8 

wherein the code-set converter designation is contained in a lookup table and is mapped 
with response character set designation (Fig. 2B, 2C; col. 13, lines 10-67 to col. 14, lines 1-62). 
Claim 9 
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wherein the code-set converter designation is indicative of user specific implementations 
of character sets (Fig. 2C; col. 12 clines 37-42 et seq.). 
Independent Claim 12 

Claim 12 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 1, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 13 

Claim 13 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 7, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 14 

Claim 14 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 5, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 

Independent Claim 16 

Claim 16 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 1, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 18 

Claim 18 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 3, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 19 

Claim 19 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 4, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
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Claim 20 

Claim 20 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 5, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 22 

Claim 22 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 7, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 23 

Claim 23 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 8, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 24 

Claim 24 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 9, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 6, 10, 1 1, 17, 21, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Veditz et al. ("Veditz"), U.S. Patent No. 6,496,793, in view of Horn et al. 
("Horn"), U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/01 56688. 
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Claim 2 

Veditz teaches a method of determining character sets of chent-server communications 
with respect to independent claim 1 as discussed above, but does not specifically teach the client 
request and server response being formatted as HTTP. 

However, Horn teaches client request and server responses formatted in HTTP (see [109], 
[156], and [202]) for the purpose of defining how messages are formatted and transmitted, and 
what actions Web servers and browsers should take in response to various commands. 

Since Horn and Veditz are both from the same field of endeavor, the purposes disclosed 
by Horn would have been recognized in the pertinent art of Veditz. It would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
teaching of Veditz with the teachings of Hom to include client request and server responses 
formatted in HTTP (see [109], [156], and [202]) for the purpose of defining how messages are 
formatted and transmitted, and what actions Web servers and browsers should take in response to 
various commands. 

Claim 6 

Veditz teaches a method of determining character sets of client-server communications 
with respect to independent claim 1 as discussed above, but does not specifically teach the 
character set designations containing an lANA character set parameter. 

However, Hom teaches the character set designations containing an lANA character set 
parameter (see [178]) for the purpose of preserving the central coordinating functions of the 
global Internet for the public good. 



Application/Control Number: 09/904,734 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2176 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of Veditz with the teachings of Horn to include 
the character set designations containing an lANA character set parameter (see [178]) for the 
purpose of preserving the central coordinating functions of the global Internet for the public 
good. 

Claims 10 and 11 

Veditz teaches a method of determining character sets of client-server communications 
with respect to independent claim 1 as discussed above, but does not specifically teach 
converting the chent request into Unicode characters and converting the response from Unicode 
characters to the character set associated with the locale information. 

However, Horn teaches the use of Unicode, a fixed- width, 16-bit worldwide character- 
encoding standard for the purpose of simplifying localization of software and improving 
multilingual text processing (see [0293]). 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of Veditz with the teachings of Horn to include 
converting the client request into Unicode characters and converting the response from Unicode 
characters to the character set associated with the locale information standard for the purpose of 
simplifying localization of software and improving multilingual text processing. 

Claim 17 

Claim 17 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 2, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
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Claim 21 

Claim 21 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 6, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 26 

Claim 26 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 10, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 
Claim 27 

Claim 27 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 11, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 

7. Claims 15 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Veditz 
et al. ("Veditz"), U.S. Patent No. 6,496,793, in view of Kan et al. ("Kan"), U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2003/0088544. 

Claim 15 

Veditz teaches the system with respect to independent claim 12 as discussed above, but 
does not specifically teach ^ JVM code-set converter. 

However, Kan teaches a peer-to-peer network executing on a Java Virtual Machine 
(JVM) for the purpose of providing inter-operability between compliant software components 
(see [0298], [0315]). 

It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of Veditz with the teachings of Kan to include a 
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Java Virtual Machine (JVM) for the purpose of providing inter-operabiUty between compliant 
software components. 
Claim 25 

Claim 25 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claim 15, and is rejected 
along the same rationale. 



Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul Nguyen-Ba whose telephone number is (703) 305-8776. 
The examiner can normally be reached from 10:30 am - 7:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on (703) 305-9792. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpubhshed 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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